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Art Unit: 2683 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter 
pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3,5,7-10,12,16,17,19,21 and 24 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lazaridis 

et al . in view of Foladare et al . , newly recited reference. 

Regarding claims 1,5,7, and 19, Lazaridis et al . 
discloses an integrated message system (fig.l) comprising: 
at least two terminal devices associated with a common user 
(fig. 1 number 10 and 24; col. 7 lines 24-25 and col. 7 
lines 34-37) ; wherein at least the second terminal device 
is a wireless terminal device (fig. 1 number 24) ; and at 
least on scripting agent (redirect software) (fig. 1 number 

12) cause an electronic message (e-mail) (fig. 1 A) that is 
addressed to the first terminal (fig. 1 number 10) device 
to transmitted to the wireless terminal device (fig. 1 
number 24) upon a determination of substantially no user 
activity at the first terminal device (col. 7 lines 24-64), 
a server capable of routing electronic messages (fig. 1 
numbers 14,10, 18 and col . ' 2 line 58 through col. 3 line 

13) . Lazaridis et al . differs from claim 1 of the present 
invention in that it does not disclose a database that 
stores at least one electronic message addressed to the 
first terminal and a scripting agent that accesses the 
database, retrieves the electronic message and processes 
the electronic message for transmission to the second 
terminal. Foladare et al . teaches a server for: setting an 
e-mail preference for delivery to a pager when a recipient 
is away from his office computer (col. 5 lines 15-37) and 
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the server (i.e. a scripting agent within the server) 
access the recipient record for type of delivery to be 
forwarded to the pager (col. 5 lines 15-37). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Lazaridis et 
al . messaging system with a database that stores at least 
one electronic message addressed to the first terminal and 
a scripting agent that accesses the database, retrieves the 
electronic message and processes the electronic message for 
transmission to the second terminal in order for the 
desktop computer to review it memory when an electronic 
message arrive without redirection information so that the 
computer could decide how the electronic message should be 
forwarded to the mobile computer, as taught by Foladare et 
al . , 



Regarding claims 2,3,9,10,16,17 and 19, Lazaridis et 
al . teaches a physical monitoring device (Microsoft 
Messaging API) (MAPI) (fig. 1 number 12) to monitor the 
status (a level of activity at the first device or a 
determination of no substantially no user activity at the 
first terminal device) of the common user (col. 7 lines 15- 
59) . 



Regarding claims 8 and 12, Lazaridis et al . discloses 
a method (fig. 5) for managing communications between at 
least two terminal devices associated with a common user 
(fig. 1 number 10 and 24; col. 7 lines 24-25 and col. 7 
lines 34-37) ; wherein at least the second terminal device 
is a wireless terminal device (fig. 1 number 24) ; and at 
least on scripting agent (redirect software) (fig. 1 number 

12) cause an electronic message (e-maii) (fig. 1 A) that is 
addressed to the first terminal (fig. 1 number 10) device 
to transmitted to the wireless terminal device (fig. 1 
number 24) upon a determination of substantially no user 
activity at the first terminal device (col, 7 lines 24-64), 
numbers 14,10, 18 and col. 2 line 58 through col. 3 line 

13) . Lazaridis et al . differs from claim 8 of the present 
invention in that it does not disclose a database that 
stores at ■ least one electronic message addressed to the 
first terminal and a scripting agent that accesses the 
database, retrieves the electronic message and processes 
the electronic message for transmission to the second 
terminal. Foladare et al . teaches a server for setting an 
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e-mail preference for delivery to a pager when a recipient 
is away from his office computer (col. 5 lines 15-37) and 
the server (i.e. a scripting agent within the server) 
access the recipient record for type of delivery to be 
forwarded to the pager (col. 5 lines 15-37) . Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Lazaridis et 
al , messaging system with a database that stores at least 
one electronic message addressed to the first terminal and 
a scripting agent that accesses the database, retrieves the 
electronic message and processes the electronic message for 
transmission to the second terminal in order for the 
desktop computer to review it memory when an electronic 
message arrive without redirection information so that the 
computer could decide how the electronic message should be 
forwarded to the mobile computer, as taught by Foladare et 
al. . 

Regarding claim 21, Lazaridis et al . discloses an 
integrated message system (fig.l) comprising: at least two 
terminal devices associated with a common user (fig. 1 
number 10 and 24; col. 7 lines 24-25 and col. 7 lines 34- 
37) ; wherein at least the second terminal device is a 
wireless terminal device (fig. 1 number 24) ; and at least a 
server that routes electronic messages and is capable of 
receiving at least one electronic message address to the 
first terminal device (fig. 1 numbers 14,10, 18 and col. 2 
line 58 through col. 3 line 13); a scripting agent 
(redirect software) (fig. 1 number 12) cause an electronic 
message (e-mail) (fig. 1 A) that is addressed to the first 
terminal device (fig. 1 number 10) to transmitted to the 
wireless terminal device (fig. 1 number 24) . Lazaridis et 
al. differs from claim 21 of the present invention in that 
it does not disclosed creating a summary of the electronic 
message addressed to the first terminal device. Foladare 
et al . teaches an e-mail paging system wherein a summary of 
e-mail messages are sent to a recipient (abstract, col . 4 
lines 27-30 and col. 5 lines 44-46). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify La.zaridis et al . 
with creating a summary of the electronic message addressed 
to the first terminal device in order for the desktop 
computer or network to provide the mobile computer a brief 
summary of the messages that was sent to the desktop 
computer when the user is away, as taught by Foladare et 
al. . 
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Regarding claim 24, Lazaridis et al . discloses a 
method (fig. 5) for managing communications between at 
least two terminal devices associated with a common user 
(fig, 1 number 10 and 24; col. 7 lines 24-25 and col. 7 
lines 34-37) ; wherein at least the second terminal device 
is a wireless terminal device (fig. 1 number 24) ; and at 
least on scripting agent (redirect software) (fig. 1 number 

12) cause an electronic message (e-mail) (fig. 1 A) that is 
addressed to the first terminal (fig. 1 number 10) device 
to transmitted to the wireless terminal device (fig. 1 
number 24) upon a determination of substantially no user 
activity at the first terminal device (col. 7 lines 24-64), 
numbers 14,10, 18 and col. 2 line 58 through col. 3 line 

13) . Lazaridis et al . differs from claim 24 of the present 
invention in that it does not disclosed creating a summary 
of the electronic message addressed to the first terminal 
device. Foladare et al . teaches an e-mail paging system 
wherein a summary of e-mail messages are sent to a 
recipient (abstract, col. 4 lines 27-30 and col. 5 lines 
44-46) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Lazaridis et al . with creating a summary of 
the electronic message addressed to the first terminal 
device in order for the desktop computer or network to 
provide the mobile computer a brief summary of the messages 
that was sent to the desktop computer when ■ the user is 
away, as taught by Foladare et al . . 

3. Claims 4,6,11,13 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Lazaridis et al . in view 
of Foladare et al . , newly recited reference as applied to 
claims 1,8 and 15 above and in further view of Woltz et 
al. . 

Regarding claims 4,6,11,13,18, the combination of 
Lazaridis et al . and Foladare et al . differs from claims 
4,6,11,13 and 18 of the present invention in that they do 
not disclose transmitting the electronic message (all or 
summary messages) to the wireless terminal device after the 
passage of a predetermined amount of time during which the 
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electronic message has not been opened at the first 
terminal device. Woltz et al . discloses transmitting the 
electronic message (all or summary messages) to the 
wireless terminal device after the passage of a 
predetermined amount of time during which the electronic 
message has not been opened at the first terminal device 
(col. 5 lines 19-24) . Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the combination of Lazaridis 
et al . and Foladare et al . with transmitting the electronic 
message (all or summary messages) to the wireless terminal 
device after the passage of a predetermined amount of time 
during which the electronic message has not been opened at 
the first terminal device in order to guarantee that the e- 
mail message will be forwarded to the mobile computer so 
that the user could view its message if away from its desk 
top computer, as taught by Woltz et al . . 

4. Claims 22,23,25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Lazaridis et al . in view 
of Foladare et al , , newly recited reference as applied to 
claims 21 above and in further view of Byers , 

Regarding claims 22,23,25 and 26, the combination of 
Lazaridis et al . and Foladare et al . differs from claims 
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22,23,25 and 26 of the present invention in that they do 
not disclose the summary of the electronic message 
addressed to the first terminal device based on a user 
profile and a number of times words appear in the 
electronic message. Byers teaches an electronic mail 
system wherein a summary of the electronic message is based 
on a user preference template (col. 6 line 23-67) and a 
frequent word search within the electronic message (col. 6 
line 23-67) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made the combination of Lazaridis et al . and Foladare et 
al . with the summary of the electronic message addressed to 
the first terminal device based on a user profile and a 
number of times words appear in the electronic message in 
order for the host system to push a summary of electronic 
messages sent to the desktop computer to the mobile 
computer based upon the user preference of e-mail delivery, 
as taught by Byers . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Keith T. Ferguson whose telephone number is (703) 305-4888. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, William Trost can 
be reached on (703) 308-5318, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http : //pair- 
direct . uspto . gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197, (toll-free) . 

Keith Ferguson 
Art Unit 2683 
October 26, 2004 




